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Abstract 
The present study focuses on the main characteristics of the language used to depict the Turks in the Greek press during the 
bilateral crises in the Aegean Sea. Our purpose is to remonstrate that after 1974, the Greek daily newspapers displayed and 
promoted nationalist attitudes and stereotypes on Turks through textual and visual messages by reinforcing national myths and 
stereotypes popularized in the Greek history textbooks of primary and secondary education.  
© 2012 Published by Elsevier Ltd. 
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1. Introduction 
A stereotype can be defined as a person’s “knowledge, beliefs and expectancies about a social group” (Hamilton 
& Trolier, 1986, p. 133). Once formed, this set of beliefs is applied to all members of the group, regardless the 
variation they may show in numerous respects. So stereotyping involves the overgeneralization of attributes to group 
members (Hamilton, Sherman, Crump & Spencer-Rodgers, 2009, p. 179). 
 
“Eat your food, child, or else the Turk will come and take you away.” This is a common Greek stereotype about 
the Turks, illustrating them as bogeyman. But why Greeks have a bad image of their eastern neighbours? This paper 
has its source of inspiration in a wider research we are currently undergoing, related to the stereotypes about Turks 
promoted by the Greek media. In the following sections we aim at remonstrating that the Greek daily press 
reinforces ethnic categorisation and stereotypes during the bilateral crises, thus cultivating the historical and 
traditional mistrust of the Greeks towards the Turks. The methodology applied for this study is the content analysis 
of the front page articles. 
 
Ethnic stereotypes seem to be advanced especially in times of tension and conflict and the origins of the negative 
attitudes towards ethnic groups could be found in the Greek history textbooks. The history textbooks of the old 
curriculum contain textual messages that stereotype Turks by their concentration and frequency and the biased 
language used in the educational process can be found in the Greek newspapers as well. The period we here analyze 
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covers the first two Greek-Turkish crises of the Aegean Sea (1976 and 1987), after the Cyprus conflict of 1974. 
These disputes were related to the disagreement over the interpretation and application of the international law and, 
by way of consequence, to claims over some areas of the Aegean continental shelf, said to be rich in oil and 
minerals. The main causes of the controversy were the inexistence of an official delimitation of the Aegean 
continental shelf and the different positions adopted by the Governments of Turkey and Greece in this matter. 
History reveals that the bilateral tension has its roots anchored deep in a few crucial moments for the development 
of the two neighbouring countries: the four centuries of Ottoman enslavement of the Greek people, until the 1821 
Greek struggle for independence and the formation of the Greek nation and state, the Greek-Turkish war of 1919-
1922 or the Turkish war of independence and the Cypriot conflict of 1974. 
2. Historical background 
The Greek-Turkish dispute in the Aegean Sea is related to oil exploration and exploitation rights and thus to the 
sovereignty over certain areas in the Aegean. After World War II, the diplomatic relations between Turkey and 
Greece passed through a crisis almost every ten years, because of the interethnic conflict in Cyprus and the 
disagreement regarding the sovereign rights of the two states over some regions of the Aegean Sea. The tensions 
revived in 1974, in a time of world energetic crisis, and took the shape of an energy dispute. This dispute referred to 
the disagreement over the interpretation and application of international law. O
was that the Greek islands in the Eastern Aegean were not entitled to a continental shelf region and the delimitation 
line of the continental shelf should pass, from North to South, through the middle of the Aegean. The logic followed 
by the Turks was that the Aegean should be shared in equal parts between the two states, in order to have equal 
economic and defence opportunities in the specific area. In respect to the so called isolation of the Greek islands by 
the Turkish territorial waters, the Turkish Government have assured the authorities in Athens that the 
communication of the islands with the Greek continent would not be affected by these changes. On the other hand, 
ur of the delimitation of the continental shelf using the median line between the Greek 
islands in Eastern Aegean and the western shores of Turkey. As one can easily imagine, this entailed the reaction of 
the Turkish Government, which declared that Turkey had the right to be entitled to a larger continental shelf area, as 
the Greek islands in the Eastern Aegean were prolongations of the Anatolian Peninsula and did not have a 
continental shelf of their own. 
 
In the summer of 1976, the tensions took the shape of a crisis when the Turkish research vessel Sismik I was sent 
out in the Aegean Sea to conduct oil research in the disputed continental shelf  considered by the authorities in 
Athens to be Greek. Consequently, Turkey and Greece appealed to the UN Security Council and to the International 
Court of Justice at The Hague and both international bodies had urged the neighbouring states not to make use of 
violence in solving the Aegean Sea issues and to continue with bilateral negotiations in order to achieve a solution in 
the best interest of both countries. But in 1987, after many years of either failed bilateral negotiations or inactivity, 
the Aegean dispute rapidly turned into a new diplomatic conflict, which could have had a negative impact on the 
peace and security in the wider region of Eastern Mediterranean. 
 
The two neighbouring countries found themselves again ahead of an imminent armed conflict. The 1987 crisis 
stroke in March, after the Greek Government announced its intent of nationalizing North Aegean Petroleum 
Company that was preparing drilling operations in the most contested Aegean continental shelf area. The authorities 
in Ankara announced their intent of conducting drillings in the same region  east of the Greek island of Thasos  in 
the continental shelf considered to be Greek and thus 
sh 
Government which, on its part, decided to proceed with oil research in the same disputed areas of the Aegean. The 
principle followed by the Turkish authorities was very simple: if Greece afforded itself to conduct research in the 
disputed areas, then Turkey could have done the same thing. 
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3. Images of Turks in the Greek history textbooks 
Schools are places where stereotypes are spread either covertly or overtly and teachers may be aware or unaware 
as to how they may be transferring stereotypical attitudes to their pupils by their behaviour and attitudes toward the 
class, through lack of knowledge regarding certain groups. In this way, ethnic categorisation is promoted and 
ries and events, mythologized in 
different manners, become a basis for self-identification of various ethnic groups and majority population of 
different nations. The nation in Greek perception is characterised by common culture and civilisation, ethnic 
consciousness, Greek language and Orthodoxy. Greeks often identify themselves with glorious ancestors, a practice 
that is common for many nations; this represents a source of personal pride, gives people a meaning in life and 
insures a continuous presence of a group that they think they belong to (Millas, 2001). In the case of the Greek 
nation, the ethnic consciousness survived during the Ottoman Empire and was the catalytic factor in the 19th century 
struggle for independence. 
 
Until the beginning of the 19th century, the image of the Turks in the Greek texts was neutral and the first time 
the they were presented in a negative manner was in the works of Adamantios Korais  a Greek humanist scholar 
and a major figure in the Greek Enlightenment  where the term (friend of the Turks) was associated 
with the enemy of the nation. After the Greek Revolution of 1821, the negative image of Turks became an elemental 
part of the ideology of the new-formed national Greek state. Therefore, this negative, unmodified image passed to 
the Greek history textbooks and was promoted until the 90s, when a number of important and positive changes have 
been made to that effect.  
 
The strongest stereotype that has been perpetuated in the history of Greece is related to the issue of oppressive 
rulers / conquerors and oppressed subjects. The stereotypes of the oppressors and the oppressed are blatant; they 
influenced the Greek-Turkish relations and were partially responsible for mistrust, animosities and bilateral tensions. 
The Greek history textbooks of the old curriculum referred to the Ottoman Empire period as the period of 
enslavement of the Greek people and stagnation of their development. The image of the Other is always 
downgraded, as Turks are perceived as barbarians, as the only military tribe with Asian characteristics, warlike, 
arrogant, with tendencies for conquest, of inhuman hardness and ferocity. In the history textbooks they commit 
crimes and they are religious fanatics, while their aim is to exterminate the Hellenism by any means. Instead, the 
Perhaps the Greek revolution itself would 
not have the same meaning in the minds of the Greeks if the Turks were presented in a positive way. 
 
The negative typification of the Turks is a common phenomenon in the chapters referring to the Ottoman Empire, 
as the image of the conqueror is mostly negative in the perception of the enslaved Greeks. However, this perception 
is transmitted and assimilated as basic characteristics of the Turkish people, because, as specified in a recent study 
(Bar-Tal, 2005), children perceive the textbooks as authoritative. The use of the biased language is not suitable for 
the educational process as the children perceive the alterity with a black and white reasoning, leaving small chances 
for mutual understanding in the future. Historically inherited stereotypes, along with selective cultural images, have 
a great influence on the minds of young readers and, as we will further see, on public opinion. The correlation 
between the bogeyman and the Turks, as seen in the beginning of the text, can be considered a stereotype, because a 
bogeyman represents a monster or an embodiment of terror. This is a common stereotype of Turks, which are seen 
as unfaithful enemies, always taking advantage of others. Often, the history textbooks present information which 
leads to distorted conclusions that may strengthen feelings of negativity and fear, lead to the misunderstanding of 
historical events and contexts and to the rejection of other cultures.  
 
The creation of modern Turkey and the emergence of the Greek-Turkish disputes over Cyprus and the Aegean 
bring forth other issues and misunderstandings; the Turks are perceived as provocative and ready to attack, while the 
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Greeks are considered defenders of their sovereign rights and of international law. The bilateral relations are 
presented in black and white: the Greek position is considered politically correct and pacifist, while the Turkish 
position is seen as warlike, untruthful, violent and threatening. In the 20th century history, the stereotype of the 
 is overused and not promoting the position of the Other offers no alternative thinking and 
thus no other truth (Portera, 2005, p. 207). 
 
4. Ethnic stereotyping in the Greek daily newspapers 
As stated before, the aim of our research is to show that in moments of crisis, the Greek press indirectly 
maintains the Greek-Turkish tension by creating and promoting stereotypes about the Turks. In all the Greek daily 
political newspapers that we here analyze (Makedonia, Kathimerini, Eleftherotypia, Ta Nea and Eleftheros Typos), 
the stereotypes refer to the hostility and offensiveness of Turkey, which is perceived as a state that takes advantage 
of the Greek Governmen oodwill and considers the Aegean Sea an area of claims. The ethnic categorisation we 
have seen in the history textbooks is present in the media as well. 
claims, a term that strips from the beginning the Turkish arguments of any possible legal validity. Instead, Greek 
actions are deemed legal and nterests. 
 
Although newspapers like Makedonia and Kathimerini are neutral or positive to bilateral dialogue, the front 
pages envisages some doubts about Turkey's will to solve the dispute in the Aegean. The use of such terms as 
defiance, tension and escalation, which are characteristic for describing Ankar Aegean, 
commitment and determination to pursue its political goals. Turkey always asserts and 
pretends (Kathimerini, July 22nd, 1976), while Greece firmly answers to threats (Kathimerini, July 17th, 1976) and 
fights for its rights. More, in the 1976 crisis, the lead story of July 24th headed Demirel is fishing votes with the help 
of Hora (Kathimerini, July 24th
launch almost like a strange ritual due to lamb sacrifice. This tradition, awkward to Orthodox Christianity, is 
perceived as a barbarian custom which underlines the differences between the two countries and does not promote 
mutual understanding. 
 
Eleftheros Typos is a newspaper that uses strong and accusative headlines and numbers or quantities to express 
the extent of the national problems. It is considered that the Turks launch clear and continuous threats by sending 
their research vessel Sismik I for oil prospection in the most sensitive area of the Aegean Sea continental shelf. More 
dramatic than other newspapers on the Greek market, the daily Eleftheros Typos technique is to display violent 
front page headlines to demonstrate the diachronic threat coming from Turkey, the sam
is overused in the history textbooks. More, negative declarations of Turkish high military officials demonstrate that 
the information is objective and comes from both sides of the Aegean, but seems to be harmful, as they are 
perceived by the readers as the official position of Turkey as a state and not as individual declarations. This assertion 
leads to stereotypes, as Turkey is seen as a country that provokes threats and is ready for conflict and war. 
 
Newspapers tend to focus on persons  on 
countries. It is normal to mention politicians on the front page of a newspaper, but stereotyping is intended for the 
Turkish people as a whole, because stereotypes are applied to all members of a group. Turkish policy is seen as the 
new-Ottomanism, deceitful and treacherous. On February 4th 1987 edition of Ta Nea, a small headline, built on 
equivocal terms, announces the upcoming tension: . The article continues 
on the third page mentioning of ecreating the Ottoman Empire. The editors underline some 
fragments of his statements which bring into question the status of the Aegean islands under Greek sovereignty: 
 This 
ublishing selected fragments of speech could mislead public 
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opinion and create negative images and perceptions about other people and cultures. But this aspect is the subject of 
another research we are currently focusing on. 
 
More, an aggravating factor in the analysis of  recent history is its dictatorship in the 80s which meant 
violation of human rights, that was against all fundamental elements of Europe as a community. On the front page of 
March 6th 1987 edition of Makedonia, the main article entitled New provocations from Ankara. Turkey claims all 
 presents the Turkish 
threat immovable position and reminds the readers that the Greek prime minister calls for Turkey to 
come to The Hague instead of making dialogue with propagandistic declarations. For its March 28th 1987 edition, 
hooses a very bold headline: Ready to fire. The paper writes about the Turkish provocations being the 
cause of a future military confrontation in the Aegean, as Turkey seems to reject the Greek peace proposal to defer 
the problem to the International Court at The Hague. 
 
Another striking headline is the one on March 31st 1987 edition of Ta Nea:  and the column is 
 The article 
the International Court of Justice at The Hague, in order to solve the Aegean issue, but the headline induces the 
feeling of a supreme national victory 
interpreted as humiliating for the Turks and overestimated for the Greeks. It is used in the context we presented 
above, that is that Turkey is always presented as a traditional foe. 
 
5. Conclusions and proposal for further research 
Stereotypes have the virtue of simplicity; they follow the law of absolutes - of good and evil, of us (the in-group) 
against the Other (the out-group). History and people are too complex to be reduced to simplified terms, 
characteristics and ideas. Stereotypes distort perception through oversimplification, but they are also dangerous 
breeding grounds for fear, resentment, irrationality, animosity and ethnic conflict. In this process of typification, 
ethnic identities are made simple. Stereotypes maintain and promote bilateral rivalry Other a 
chance to argue his side of the story. Our research shows that 
th century 
history, Turkish policy is seen as new-Ottomanist and treacherous and Turkish decisions are seen as provocations. 
T  Turkey is based on suspiciousness and prejudice. As the educational language, the 
language used in the media is often ethnocentric, does not promote a suitable climate for solving the bilateral 
problems and does not encourage good neighbouring, as the Turks are always depicted as downgraded. The Greek 
media along with the history textbooks display a simplified image of the Other on the background of exaggerated 
conflicts and readers may and will perceive the alterity with a childish reasoning of good / bad or black / white, 
leaving no space for mutual understanding. 
 
Avoiding stereotyping and ethnic categorisation from the Greek media could eliminate this source of conflict and 
pave the way for historical reconciliation. During the period covered by this study, stereotypes have tended to 
promote bilateral rivalry and ultimately, to generate tensions, crises and conflicts. The newspapers emphasize the 
positive self-presentation of us and the negative representation of the Turks. The misrepresentation of the latter 
seems to be a hidden obstacle in the reconciliation process between the two neighbouring countries. Some changes 
have been made in the late 90s in the Greek history textbooks and the Greek media as well. The language used in the 
educational system and in the media must be built as to overcome stereotyping phenomena and create good attitudes 
towards other nations, whether they were historical enemies or not. The comprehension of the cultural heritage is 
crucial for understanding the historical background of a nation and overcoming prejudices, nationalism, chauvinism 
and xenophobia. Therefore, editors and textbook writers must seek permanently to avoid propaganda, prejudice and 
stereotypes while presenting the events or drawing conclusions, in order to prevent nationalist approaches of 
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different topics. Of course, further research is needed in order to compare these phenomena with the similar ones 
found in the Turkish printed media and history textbooks. 
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